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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 10, 1 1, 14-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Loving 
(US 6,531,964). 

As to independent claims 10, 19 and 20, a wireless keyboard and reader combination 
adapted for use with a separate RFID tag, the tag having data stored therein and a passive 
transponder circuit (col. 1, lines 6-15, col. 2, lines 49-55) and method for same comprising; a 
source of an interrogating field (col. 3, lines 12-25); Loving discloses a remote control device 
comprising an antenna and RF circuitry, where the RF circuitry is coupled to the antenna (col. 4, 
lines 1-9). Loving, further, discloses where the RF circuitry is coupled to the plurality of keys of 
the remote control device and sends signals identifying the keys depressed by the remote control 
device (col. 4, lines 5-9, 29-33). and a reader including a decoder for receiving RF signals from 
the RFID tag and wireless keyboard and determining the data sent from the RFID tag passive 
transponder circuit and the key activation information from the keyboard RF circuit (col. 3, lines 
12-25). 
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As to dependent claim 11, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
RFID tag is attached to a product and wherein the data stored in said RFID tag comprises 
product related information (col. 3, lines 5-10, where there are different products, TV, radio, 
printers, etc. and in col. 1, lines 42-60, where tags are used for identification of products). 

As to dependent claim 14, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
reader detects first and second RF frequencies and wherein said RFID tag transponder circuit and 
mouse RF circuit are operative at said first and second frequencies, respectively (col. 4, line 58- 
col. 5, line 9). 

As to dependent claim 15, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
reader comprises an antenna for receiving RF signals from both the RFID tag and wireless 
mouse or wireless keyboard (col. 3, lines 12-26, col. 4, lines 14-23). 

As to dependent claim 16, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
source of an interrogating field comprises said reader antenna (col. 3, linesl2-26, col. 4, lines 14- 
23). 

As to dependent claim 17, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
mouse RF circuit comprises one or more passive transponder circuits responsive to said 
interrogating field (col. 2, lines 49-60). 

As to dependent claim 18, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
reader detects the data sent from the RFID tag passive transponder circuit and the key activation 
information from the keyboard RF circuit (col. 4, lines 5-9, 29-33). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loving (US 
6,531,964). 

As to dependent claim 13, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein the 
data stored in said RFED tag comprises internet address location information. Though Loving 
does not expressly state where the tag comprises the internet address location information. 
Loving discloses in col. 1, lines 42-60 where tags are used for identification, inventory control, 
tracking and other expanded information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to incorporate information such as an internet address location information. 

5. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loving as applied 
to claim 10, and further in view of Hartsell, Jr (US 6,070,156). 

As to dependent claim 12, limitations of claim 10, and further comprising, wherein said 
RFID tag is attached to a smart card and wherein the data stored in said RFID tag comprises 
financial information. Loving does not explicitly state where the RFID tag is attached to a smart 
card and wherein the data stored in the RFID tag comprises financial information. Hartsell 
discloses in Fig. 2b and col. 2, lines 37-39, col. 6, lines 20-38 and col. 7, lines 4-18 remote 
communications with a smart card comprising RFID tag where the data comprises financial 
information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the 
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smart card feature of Hartsell with that of Loving as the smart card is advantageous as disclosed 
by Hartsell in col. 1, lines 10-25, where consumers are able to purchase services and need only 
pick up the goods to expedite transactions. 

6. Claims 1, 2, and 4-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Loving (US 6,53 1 ,964) in view of Peng (US 6,686,903). 

As to independent claim 1, Loving discloses a wireless controller and reader 
combination adapted for use with a separate RFED tag, the tag having data stored therein and a 
passive transponder circuit (col. 1, lines 6-15, col. 2, lines 49-55). Although Loving does not 
expressly disclose a wireless mouse, in col. 3, lines 5-10, Loving discloses computer cursor 
controllers to which to one of ordinary skill in the art would be a mouse; and a source of an 
interrogating field (col. 3, lines 12-25); Loving discloses a remote control device comprising an 
antenna and RF circuitry, where the RF circuitry is coupled to the antenna (col. 4, lines 1-9). 
Loving, further, discloses where the RF circuitry is coupled to the plurality of keys of the remote 
control device and sends signals identifying the keys depressed by the remote control device 
(col. 4, lines 5-9, 29-33). Loving does not disclose a wireless mouse having a mouse motion 
encoder and where the RF circuit is associated with the motion encoder and providing a RF 
signal identifying mouse motion. Peng discloses a wireless mouse with RFID capabilities with a 
motion encoder, antenna and RF circuit in col. 2, lines 15-48). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the wireless mouse of Peng into that of Loving as 
Loving discloses computer cursor controllers in col. 3, lines 5-10, and Peng discloses a wireless 
computer cursor controller, i.e. a wireless mouse, particularly the structure and method of driving 
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and is advantageous as it enables detecting displacement of the cursor controller along the X-axis 
and Y-axis for cursor control (abstract). 

and a reader including a decoder for receiving RF signals from the RFID tag and wireless 
mouse and detecting the data sent from the RF tag passive transponder circuit and the mouse 
motion information from the mouse RF circuit (col. 3, lines 12-25). 

As to dependent claim 2, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein said 
RFED tag is attached to a product and wherein the data stored in said RFID tag comprises 
product related information (col. 3, lines 5-10, where there are different products, TV, radio, 
printers, etc. and in col. 1, lines 42-60, where tags are used for identification of products). 

As to dependent claim 4, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein the data 
stored in said RFID tag comprises internet address location information. Though Loving does 
not expressly state where the tag comprises the internet address location information. Loving 
discloses in col. 1, lines 42-60 where tags are used for identification, inventory control, tracking 
and other expanded information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate information such as an internet address location information. 

As to dependent claim 5, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein said 
motion encoder comprises a ball adapted to rotate in response to mouse motion and X and Y 
encoder wheels coupled to the ball so as to respectively rotate in response to mouse motion in 
perpendicular directions and wherein said X-Y encoder wheels further comprise a circuit element 
coupled to said RF circuit so as to tune and detune said RF circuit in response to mouse motion 
in X and Y directions. Loving does not disclose the features of wherein said motion encoder 
comprises a ball adapted to rotate in response to mouse motion and X and Y encoder wheels 
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coupled to the ball so as to respectively rotate in response to mouse motion in perpendicular 
directions and wherein said X-Y encoder wheels further comprise a circuit element coupled to 
said RF circuit so as to tune and detune said RF circuit in response to mouse motion in X and Y 
directions. Peng discloses in col. 2, lines 26-48 where wherein said motion encoder comprises a 
ball adapted to rotate in response to mouse motion and X and Y encoder wheels coupled to the 
ball so as to respectively rotate in response to mouse motion in perpendicular directions and 
wherein said X-Y encoder wheels further comprise a circuit element coupled to said RF circuit 
so as to tune and detune said RF circuit in response to mouse motion in X and Y directions. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the wireless mouse of 
Peng into that of Loving as Loving discloses computer cursor controllers in col. 3, lines 5-10, 
and Peng discloses a wireless computer cursor controller, i.e. a wireless mouse, particularly the 
structure and method of driving. 

As to dependent claim 6, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein said 
reader detects first and second RF frequencies and wherein said RFE3 tag transponder circuit and 
mouse RF circuit are operative at said first and second frequencies, respectively (col. 4, line 58- 
col. 5, line 9). 

As to dependent claim 7, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein said 
reader comprises an antenna for receiving RF signals from both the RFID tag and wireless 
mouse or wireless keyboard (col. 3, lines 12-26, col. 4, lines 14-23). 

As to dependent claim 8, limitations of claim 7, and further comprising, wherein said 
source of an interrogating field comprises said reader antenna (col. 3, linesl2-26, col. 4, lines 14- 
23). 
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As to dependent claim 9, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein said 
mouse RF circuit comprises one or more passive transponder circuits responsive to said 
interrogating field (col. 2, lines 49-60). 

7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loving (US 
6,531,964) in view of Peng (US 6,686,903) as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Hartsell, Jr (US 6,070,156). 

As to dependent claim 3, limitations of claim 1, and further comprising, wherein said 
RFED tag is attached to a smart card and wherein the data stored in said RFID tag comprises 
financial information. Loving and Peng do not explicitly state where the RFID tag is attached to 
a smart card and wherein the data stored in the RFID tag comprises financial information. 
Hartsell discloses in Fig. 2b and col. 2, lines 37-39, col. 6, lines 20-38 and col. 7, lines 4-18 
remote communications with a smart card comprising RFED tag where the data comprises 
financial information. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
incorporate the smart card feature of Hartsell with that of Loving as the smart card is 
advantageous as disclosed by Hartsell in col. 1, lines 10-25, where consumers are able to 
purchase services and need only pick up the goods to expedite transactions. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Srilakshmi K. Kumar whose telephone number is 571 272 7769. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00 am to 6:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sumati Lefkowitz can be reached on 571 272 3638. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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